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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live.

Joseph E. Kernan o Northwest Regional Office
Governor 8315 Virginia Street, Suite 1
Merriltville, Indiana 46410-9201
Lori F. Kaplan (219) 757-0265
Commissioner (888) 209-8892 Toll Free
September 23, 2004 ' (219) 757-0267 Fax
' www.IN.gov/idem

VIA CERTIFIED MAH. 7002 0510 0004 0439 9013

Mr. Dennis J. Seith, Business Unit Leader
Whiting Business Unit

BP Products North America, Inc.

2815 Indianapolis Boulevard

Whiting, IN 46394-0710

Re: Inspection Summary/Violation Letter
Whiting Business Unit
BP Products North America, Inc.
NEDES Permit No, IN0000108
Whiting, Lake County:

Dear Mr. Seith:

‘On June 2, 2004, a representative of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Northwest
Regional Office, conducted the on-site portions of a Reconnaissance Inspection of BP Products North America, Inc.,
Whiting Business Unit, Whiting, Indiana. This inspection was conducted pursuant to NPDES Permit No. IN0000108
and IC 13-14-2-2. For your information, and in accordance with IC 13-14-5, a summary of the inspection is provided

below:
Type of Inspection: X Reconnaissance Inspection
Results of Inspection: Violations were observed but corrected during the inspection.

X Violations were observed.
: Violations were observed and will be referred to the Office of Enforcement.

The following violations and concerns were noted during this inspection:

1. Receiving Waters Appearance — Receiving Waters Appearance was rated unsatisfactory because Lake Michigan, in
the vicinity of outfall-001 was brown in color, attributable to the discharge from outfall 001. This is a violation of
327 IAC 2-1.5-8.

2. Effluent Appearance - Effluent Appearance was rated unsatisfactory because the final effluent at outfall 001 was
turbid during the on-site portion of this inspection conducted on June 2, 2004, in violation of Part I. A. 1. b. and c.
of the NPDES Permit.

3. Effluent Limit Violations — BP-Products North America, Inc., Whiting Business Unit reported four (4) NPDES
" Permit numeric effluent limitation violations, of the limitations contained in Part I. A. 1 of the NPDES Permit,
during 2002 and 2003. BP Products reported one such violation in 2002, and three (3) such violations in 2003.
Each violation was for the parameter of TSS (see the enclosed Verification of Inspection and its attachments for
more information regarding these violations).
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Due to a problem with the certified operator tracking data base at IDEM, the certified operator for this facility,
Mr. David Olen, was inadvertently cited as having his certification expired, at the time of the inspection. Enclosed
- is a revised verification of inspection report, which deletes the violations for Records and Reports and for
Operations, because of the violation (certified operator expiration) being cited.

Within thirty (30) days of receipt of this letter, a written detailed explanation, documenting compliance with
each of the requirements listed above, must be submitted to this office. Failure to respond adequately to this Violation
Letter may result in a referral to IDEM’s Office of Enforcement. Please direct any response to this letter and any
questions to Michael Kuss at (219) 757-0265. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Rick Roudebush, Inspections Section Chief
Compliance Branch
Office of Water Quality

Enclosure

cc:  Richard Harris, Environmental Engineer
Rose Herrera, Environmental Engineer
David I. Olen, Wastewater Treatment Plant Supervisor
Linda J. Wilson, Superintendent, Environmental

Lake County Health Department
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NPDES FACILITY VERIFICATION OF INSPECTION

State Form 47989(R3/12-02)
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

euisecd A fzofad —RE

Facility and Inspection Information

NPDES Permit #: Facility Type Code:
o 0 1 = Municipality 9(2 = Industry/Semi-Public O 3 = Agricultural [ 4 = State/Federal
J’/‘/ 9090/ 05 XMajor O Minor

This is to verify that on é ~2-~0¥% (MM/DD/YY) an inspection of the specified facility was conducted by the undersigned

representative of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Office of Water Quality.
TYPE OF INSPECTION:

Compliance Evaluation Inspection (C) Multimedia Screening Evaluation (M)
x Reconnaissance Inspection (R) Combined Sewer Overflow Inspection (Y)
Industrial User Inspection (1) Compliance Sampling Inspection (S)
__ Sanitary Sewer Overfiow (V) Other
N%mFe' and Location of Facility Inspected: cheiving Waters/POTW: Permit Expiration Date:
froducts wso~tid prerica Fac, Qe Mibig 4N/
2815zt barlo. pols’ Blva Lot co. | £ f’;e . 72-28-9S
Town/City: pyhFiwg , Z/ County: /4 39¥ ~07/0 HL - loke o205t Barof
Name(s) of On-Site Representatives: Title(s): Phone: (Z/9 ) #728- 232/
B ehand Hanris Cairon mental. R |Fax (219) Y72 -S 3277
Rose Herrerae B oV ? % [Phone: (244) 4r73- 5298
aviD T. olen ;}yw P Spervison _
NPA T SO AP0 - Fax.  ( )

LS4t Vi A et
Co,

LCertifted-O AL
D . ofen L sy 8 |F D (@5 et oparm

Renewal Effective Date: iration Date: ., G@Lony |Hours per Week:
(Mot et freb Jeon/E. % 630 -92 ’5 Yo +
Name and Address of Responsible Official: 1 Title: Phone: (219 ) 472371 77

Busrness varl (galeR Fax (Z19) 478~ 2Ss0f

. Facility Design Flow:
Contacted: 0 Yes yf\lo ool- [TméD 00T /ZOMéD

Dennis I, Sei+h

S — - Areas Evaluated During Inspection -
(S = Satisfactory, M = Marginal, U = Unsatisfactory, N = Not Evaluated, NA = Not Applicable)

# |Receiving Waters Appearance @ A |Facility/Site Vi Self-Monitoring Program Compliance Schedules
(A |Effluent Appearance Operation N |Flow Measurement Pretreatment
AL |Permit | A/ |Maintenance /V [Laboratory Effluent Limits Violations 200¥

#CSO/SSO (Sewer Overflow) | A |Sludge Disposal tA | Records/Reports (7} Other: €601, Limit V9. LooZ 42

Preliminary Inspection/Screening Findings*
*These findings are considered preliminary and include specific matters discovered during the inspection that the designated agent of the
department believes may be a violation of law or a permit issued by the department.

Single Media inspection:
No violations were discovered with respect to the particular items observed during the inspection. (5)
Potential violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection. (4)
Potential violations were discovered and require a submittal and/or follow-up inspection. (2)
Potential violations were observed and may be referred to our Office of Enforcement. (1)
Additional information/review is required to evaluate overall compliance.

Other .(3)
Comments Regarding Marginal and Unsatisfactory Ratings ~ Including Rule or Permit Citation(s): .

O TP ke peorge Brenth oF The Z#SC had o |scble 07 sheon
Nepr ot Lall &OC// St ool 00 fraS & Jam posfl
MO V338l Fepn af 7Re e oF TLY AU ctons.  The
Ort sl ens phbseaved o~ The ZFHSC Ps o (Folefro~ oF
327 Fwoc z-15-8,

Lew el foae =S Bro wr” A ColoR I~ TRe V"‘""‘/’fb 2
ﬂ/f/g;,// oo/ . TAe Brrowmwer Cofor weS ol S berfadsre Fo &U/’é///
0/, aw? 5 K (pfabrens o F2) Tal T-/[5-2.

Distributiorl: White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy; Pink - Inspector; Goldenrod - Supervisor.
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Additional Comments Regarding Marginal and Unsatisfactory Ratings — Including Rule or Permit Citation(s) :

@v o fz/( ©O/ wcs Tvab'd a~nt Brownr St Cosfor
An? Cop faimgd Fwe S0HECHE foc matlrlal | o Violedms
8F fonv E-Ad. bond d oF The NPPES [fERA1Y

@ B/ Zé’/&/ff/ Three (3) NIPE flrdit pvmedt SFELe sy
/f\"ﬂ'fxféd//‘,p/\/ volations S RAOO3 and owv€ (7)) s Ro02Z. &GAacl

m/&ﬁ@// s Ser 7SS af O S 2744 &ﬂ/( Z paly marismue 7SS Violedrop
I Pl 02 prp TE Montlly Averagt Vivlebior’ 5o don 03 and _owf IrT7 /G AoV L) ly

Conclusions and Recommendations:

owe

Multi-Media Screening (please note that a multi-media screening is not a comprehensive evaluation of the compliance status of the facility):
Multi-Media Screening not conducted.

Potential problems or potential violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.

Potential problems or potential violations were discovered and will be referred to the Office(s) of

for further investigation and response.

Pollution Prevention
Pollution prevention is the preferred means of environmental protection in Indiana. The goal of pollution prevention is to promote changes in business and
commercial operation, especially manufacturing processes, so that less environmental wastes are generated. Your participation in Indiana’s pollution prevention
program is entirely voluntary. Would your company like to be contacted by IDEM'’s Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance?

Yes y No

If you have any pollution prevention questions, you may contact our Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance at (317) 233-5627 or
toli-free (800) 988-7901 or visit their Web site at http/www.in.gov/idem/oppta .
Summary and Correction Information
A summary of violations and concems noted during the inspection were verbally communicated to the undersigned representative during the inspection. The
facility should correct any deficiencies noted as soon as possible. Corrections made and verified during the inspection may still be cited as violations.
Written inspection summary will be provided within 45 days. & Written report provided at the conclusion of the inspection.
' = If upon subsequent review, any changes to this report are deemed
necessary, a revised report will be sent to the subject facility within
45 days.

IDEM Representative:

Printed Name Sinatu@ /, Phone Number Date ' Time
. , , In:_p/ i34

Mozhol! Ko ”_ﬂ /4 R4 -0W5| (10O T Y
Owner/Agent Representative/Title:

Printed Name Signg re | Title (pur o, W%Tne Number Date o ’7/
Riccard unpss I ortdt'd 7, A Cpweet. |2/ 473 -232( | LY

F=or IDEM Internal Use: )

%@7' hW We ? Director: Dca?te: For:

JAVAP O Follow-u 0 Enforcement

A} (] p

V/{s \ ! 4 [ ‘ ?/ “ O NPDES Permits G Other
istritullon: White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy; Pink - inspector; Goldenrod - Supervisor
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State Form 44229(R/4-97)

NPDES Facility Inspection Report
Comments and/or Recommendations
NPDES PERMIT #: FACILITY: YR/MO/DAY:
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DISTRIBUTION: White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy Pink - Inspector; Goldenrod - Suparvisor
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 100 NORTH SENATE AVENUE
' OFFICE OF WATER MANAGEMENT P. 0. BOX 6015

NPDES Facility Inspection Report 'ND'ANAPOLQ%5“,4620??4?9,1__5

NPDES PERMIT #: INSPECTION INSPECTOR: FACILITY TYPE CODE: v -”
i TYPE: o1 03 04 #&gjog OMirof -
T ﬂﬂaa /0 5 O éz - 09"0 c. S OMdnicipality adustry OSemi-Pup AState/Federat -,
FACILITY INSPECTION RATING: - COMPLIANCE STATUS:  3#~Non-Compliance // ., '
(Based on inspection findings) 3 (Based on inspection findings) O Compliance 4 A//%z .
Name and Location of Facility Inspecteg: : Receiving Waters/POTW: Permit Effective Date: ’ ?
BP FROAVets AMorpst Americ A Thic Lakg Mict + TASC &-1-90
%\/6{\5:3 ? pi %/ oL s B va Entry Time: Exit Time: Permit Expiration Date:
Town‘)(fity: ¥ te~ &/, 24 County: LQQ_ ¢O . Z2-28- QS'
Name(s) of On-Site Representatives: Title(s): Phone:  (219) 4713 -2321
Rt Haepis EnVicornrentn 4\ te08. [ Fax: ( )
/VMA_-L' e é":m/'léﬂ EV: ron mentfad waw Phone:  ( )
STeve warzyvak OPtmiledron Cwigimetr [Fa ()
Certified Operator: Number: ull Time
‘5_‘7(0 ‘/ - g::art Time
‘)b‘\l \D © Le_ PN Class: b "Exp: 6 :.go “0‘/ (Hoursperweek:______ )
Name, Address of Responsible Official: Title: Phone: (Z{? V47 ;fﬂw
Aswo K K, Theyuor, Bosiuess vnitlenddl [Fe ()
Contacted: O Yes Facility Design Flow:
ynava:gble  FNo 28 mep
Areas Evaluated During inspection
(S=8atisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated, N/A=Not Applicable)
@ m Effluent Appearance 5 Facility Site Review } m Flow Measurement . N Pretreatment
@ YV\| Receiving Waters Appearan m Operation & Maintenance 5 Laboratory @ ,5 Effluent Limits Violations
N | Permit L{[a CSO/SSO (Sewer Overflow) Y\ | Self-Monitoring Program Other: Cogen/ Fuc,‘":‘7
N Compliance Schedules 5 Sludge Disposal 5 Records/Reports Pe/-m T+ enewe

COMMENTS: CSO Inspection
THIS jwspechon wos condoetd on Sepie mben %, 4,a0 8, 2002
ONerauw e &_c;,[;? doe;a_yaal /o4 of v‘*‘mfvws, e M’gmﬁya

Flrt wbktd at <y fachity . Shedoled pacconpofre ncomiprmmee
RAN TS 11l 17 keep Freatmtrt L) ptops A good mork oy
@Cder pao h21P p Podoct ?““/"7 L Lot~ of_ Frpre lave
beer zero PNOPES porom ¢ NPy Pl oitnt omiis p froms rons
oo, Fhowgh Tuly.

Therg ace bhowever o Leoos WSsues Thadt cwere noded ab"t‘aag‘?"k.e_
tiesptetnny Thed odeseave e atienton o€ BP froducts - WLy
/wagf'y . They are o

O Te ‘A;a-/ﬁ/ LA AN oc‘oo“ﬂ outfnll 00/ poas discotored
WHh & brown discotor Hont. PAT F.-A. 4. d ,rast 2, of [ critsreced)

S$SO0 Inspection Muiltimedia Inspection (Check if applicable)

Y

Name(s) and Signature(s) of Inspector(s): Date: Ofﬁcel'l'elgphone:
Michoel Koss G- s-0Z | mpem 219 B9I-6711
Recived By: Dat: ?f / )\ —©O77_|| Referredto:

At Hanls /wracie 6rimmr | 4-S=p3

. Bectidn Chi¢HRegjonk Director: Date: For:
, Ww , \ ‘ / Z{/ o O Follow-up [J Enforcement
: vl O NPDES [ Other

DISTRIBUYION White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy; Pink - );7- ectgi-Boldenrod - Supervisor
i ' 4 .'/- .




' State Form 44229(R/4-97) .
NPDES Facility Inspection Report PAGE £ OF S~

IDEM Comments and/or Recommendations

NPDES PERMIT #: FACILITY: CITY: YR/MO/DAY:
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State Form 44229(R/4-97)

NPDES Facility Inspection Report PAGE 3 OF S
Comments and/or Recommendations
NPDES PERMIT #: FACILITY: . CITY: YR/MO/DAY:
ZHNO000(08 | 8P Lrod wtts ~piby ity /A/A;/r‘,v;r 0z- 09- oz
(S The se/F RONHGring POIRAM s rafld morgive/ Hve— 1O
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Aad reported O sheewn Hom gutfall poz W Qoo2 .
SCC The attached potifiabon letters (addendrrms o The
D Sobmirtals of Foan 2002 cnd marc# &, 20020

@ TN 200/ o 537@,4@/6:#0/\/ Stecr and electrical Foc r'/.“?;
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* State Form 44229(R/4-97)
NPDES Facility Inspection Report PAGE _‘ﬁ OF 5
Comments and/or Recommendations
NPDES PERMIT #: FACILITY: CITY: R YR/MO/DAY:
Zr 8000 (08 / frodots Llats g 02-99-03
!
8) TAhe mzro boc Lab 71254 /8Sv/Fs oloc wenitallson
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i2bot! KosS . towes [N Comaer P-12-02 f-s—02-

DISTRIBUTION: White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy. Pink - Inspecior. Goldenrod - Supervisor 7




State Form 35%9 (R3/10-97)

|DEM NPDES Facility Inspection Report PAGE_S OF S
Industrial Wastewater Facility

NPDES PERMIT #: FACILITY: CITY: YR/MO/DAY:

Tl O00/08 | BP frodvets N bwer pu|  Whiting 072 -069-03

FACILITY DESCRIPTION: ﬁ{ﬁaﬂ Lewom ALors LroclSias AppAox I make/y
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Operations and maintenance -f\
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Bypasses/Overflows ¥
Flow meter(s) and recordeXs) X MO me A fir .;9"‘{&"” oo/ O0Z ~ SArASLAL.
Meter calibration(s) Thro ﬁﬁ 5_‘;,.
Sample type, frequency, focation 1; Ll 't”//’
TTO monitoring Nok [
Biomonitoring (whole eff toxicity) NW' rele o red
Toxic Reduction Evaluation Plan w2l :
Sludge handling 7~ M@c Sudgt abi rlbll, Tov cintredron/
Sludge disposal X Zov Covtr ator “p bt SeAvbbet O5H PbC- Prorct -
RCRA manifest records AL Se Arraciel mav: frsis BA <4 &rid SLVAYL +o Ao A
Laboratory methodg™" o Né Al h ¥ for Miceo bc el -/J)ffw
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Calibration of equipment AL
Contract lab(s) used: 1L
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Notice of Violation

Agreed Order

Compliance Schedule

Properly certified operator

Letter needed

Inspected by: Recelve by Date:

| Mechael KosS fet () 00205 fhtarady 7-5-01~

DISTRIBUTION: White - Public File; Canary - Site Copy; Pink - Inspector; Goldenrod - Supervisor 9__ 12 'o?—_/ 6(-},,[ A (f




abelany ApEapA - YA wnuiuiy Areq - UNQG
obeloay AJQIUOWN - YIN  Winwixe Aje( - x§

& ILTIIVE

= GG PEA))

Sl

g Wiy PIRCITY U ¥

g W\,N‘ \ \.S\Q D \m\ Aq paledald Hodsy

\ 22Y SNOLLVIOIA JO ¥3aWNN TVLOL 1002
x 0/

M9N | 23

MV | ANoN
IVoN_ | 1D |

QNON Lk

o any

b 57 7893 P 363G 07 32 108 e Sz=Z 7
Pl Ab9S 0/7/ 5529 - SS L J[2%] XA R Sl | SI2L
200 PP TR MOV )
B o/ %0 a2l 200 /) Az OH INFPTIT | FIT P od A o Syl SHIITK

A/ VOV [V cH Y 200 - FI=g | VL

AW

Y 2ad

Yo

pYe)

G/ OO0 f 4L

oy o Serprry ON LINY3 S3AAN

ot Y2007 POV sFrflf J &

ALINIOVH

SNOLLVTOIA LINIT LINN3d S3AdN 40 1SI1

21174




abesany Apj@ap - Y

wnwiuiy Ajreq - UNG
sbeloay AjUIUOW - VIN  wnuixew Ajreq - XING

c PP

~ DUV AHYVE L
2072 N\\g \.R\%&

55757 TSIl kapemdeid odey

PPRPo vy FIYorrda 2

L

SNOLLYTOIA H0 BIAFANNN TV.LOL 2002

)
OVON | AICET
NNV | ANMOL
gNVop/ | Ao
‘ 2000V | 9V |
7AG T] 7T 7] [T THop O pugovs 1N A5.SkA PIT/0907 7.0 x 2-2 | o/
ANON | T2
: RO N FFFAT| v, gafze ) IRALS
AP N TV L 200 14 rnd  ~oUT ANTPIIY I Y _wv {HL X
X IS WAL N-2hM 2.00 X &=l Tzl
NOLLVIASA LNIJ¥3d LINIT LIWN3d 3NTVA 4318043d] UILIWVAV TIV4IN0 | 3dAL (siaiva HLNOW
SNOLLYIOIA LIWIT LiN¥3d S3AdN 4O LSIT

3570600 72E ON LINY3d SIAdN

zo0e

s\aﬁw%n M G T /5 ALMIoV4

40

AAVINANS

200¢

SNOILLVTOIA LINIT LIN¥3d S3AdN




bp ADDENDUM 1

{ L
B 4‘ }

. "':Whmn usmess Umt, .
2815 l Blvd.
PO Box 7 o
wmgr?; N 46294074/0 4,
74y,
7

CERTIFIED MAIL ~ 7000 0520 0027 L/ 2 335
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

March 21, 2002

Brian Smith

Office Of Emergency Response

Indiana Department Of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue

Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

Re: Release from Outfall 002 — March 2, 2002

Dear Mr. Smith

This letter is a follow-up to our initial notification about a release of
approximately one quart of oil to Lake Michigan from Outfall 002 (the outfall for
the once-through cooling water system) at the BP Products North America Inc.

Whiting Refinery.

At approximately 6:30 pm on March 2, a sheen was observed on Lake
Michigan adjacent to Outfall 002. Based on the size and color of the sheen, the
volume of oil released was estimated to be one quart. The Whiting Refinery
Emergency Response Team immediately responded to the incident and
inspected the lake shore surrounding the Lakefront facility. No evidence of an
oil release from Outfall 002 was detected. Vacuum trucks and absorbents were
used to recover oil contained in the number 6 Separator (a set of boxes which
provides for oil-water separation in the event of a leak prior to returning once-
through cooling water to Lake Michigan via Outfall 002). A refinery wide unit
inspection identified a potential source from the 11 PS area. The once-through
cooling water (OTCW) line from this unit was blocked off and the oil coming into
# 6 Separator cleared up by 7:30 pm. The following notifications were made on

March 2, 2002. -

6:40 pm -- National Spill Response Center (Incident # 595454)

6:50 PM — Whiting Filtration Plant

7:10 pm --'Indiana Department of Environmental Management
(Incident #2002-30-017)

7:19 pm -- United States Coast Guard (Group Milwaukee)




March 21, 2002
Page 2

After conducting a formal incident investigation, we have determined that oily
water from the process sewer was back flowing into the once through cooling
water OTCW return line after pressure was taken off of the OTCW system.
This was only occurring during shut down periods at the 11 PS unit. Two
underground valves were identified to have potential impact on the OTCW and
when uncovered, they were found to be open. These valves have been
removed and the lines capped. Hence the root cause of this incident has been

addressed.

The MSDS for oil released (Decanted Oil/ INT-Light Cat Cracked Distillate) is
attached.

Please contact Richard Harris 219-473-3321 if you have any questions or
would like additional information.

Karleen James
Environmental Supe€rintendent
Health Safety and Environmental

Attachment

cc: Mike Kuss, IDEM, (fax) 317-308-3063




BP PRODUCTS NORTH AMERICA INC. — WHITING REFINERY
NPDES PERMIT NO. IN0000108
JANUARY 2002 DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT
Addendum 1

In accordance with Section C. 5. of the refinery’s NPDES permit, we are hereby
reporting that the refinery released 6.7 lbs of ammonia (NH3) to Lake Michigan via
Outfall 002 on January 3, 2002. The release occurred when one of the Claus Trains at the
refinery’s Sulfur Recovery Unit (SRU) tripped causing sour water to be flared. The
incident also caused a simultaneous leak in a heat exchanger at the SRU causing sour
water, containing ammonia, to leak into the once-through cooling water system. This
resulted in the release of NH3 via Outfall 002. The duration of the release was for
approximately 2 % hours on January 3, 2002 from about 0215 to 0445 hours.

As a means to prevent a reoccurrence, the refinery has implemented a Sour Water Flaring
Critical Corrective Action (CCA) Program, which will immediately and automatically
reduce sour water feed to the stripping towers in the event of an upset. Additionally, the
refinery has committed to replace the existing aluminum bundle heat exchanger with
titanium bundles by 2Q2002. Further details of this release were reported in a letter to
Mr. Doral Hunt of the IDEM Emergency Response Section dated January 28, 2002.




April 16,2001

Gary Prichard, Esq.

Office of Regional Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 W. Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, lllinois 60604-3590

Re: Cogeneration Unit at BP Amoco Refinery in Whiting, Indiana
Dear Gary:

We want to thank you and the other EPA staff that met with us (either in person or by conference call)
recently concerning the cogeneration unit at the BP Amoco refinery site in Whiting, Indiana. We understand that
EPA needs additional information concerning that unit in order to make a determination as to the regulatory status of
that project. Specifically, EPA has asked us to provide the following information:

1. Explain the ways in which the cogeneration unit has been constructed to meet BP Amoco's needs.
2. Explain how BP Amoco's operational decisions affect the operation of the cogeneration unit.

3. Explain how the extent to which the unit generates electricity is dependent on BP Amoco's demand for
steam.

4. Describe any contractual provisions that support BP Amoco's operational control over the unit, including
any provisions regarding input by BP Amoco into any decision by Whiting Clean Energy to sell the unit.

5. Explain that wastewater flows are expected to be within the scope of the flows that were reported in the
1989 permit application, and that the pollutants to be discharged will be similar to those in that application.

6. State an expectation that in the next permit for the refinery, limits would be applied to the cogeneration
unit discharge, as appropriate BAT (Best Available Technology) Best Professional Judgment (BPJ) limits,
that are consistent with the current New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for steam electric units.
We are pleased to supply this information, to assist the Agency in resolving this matter. The requested information
is provided below, organized in order of the six questions that EPA has raised, as they are presented above. You
will note that since the EPA questions are somewhat related, some of the information provided in answer to one
question is also relevant to other questions. Also, Questions 2 and 3 are so closely related that we have provided one
response covering both questions.

1. Construction of Unit to Meet BP Amoco Steam Needs

The Whiting Clean Energy cogeneration unit was sited and configured at the BP Amoco refinery for the
primary purpose of meeting BP Amoco’s specifications for refinery steam supply and steam reliability. BP Amoco
evaluated its need for steam, first to supplement its existing steam producing capability, and second to allow for the
retirement of an old, less efficient boiler house. After detailed review of BP Amoco’s refinery requirements,
specifications were established for the pressure, temperature, flow rate and reliability of steam that must be supplied
by the cogeneration unit. In the Energy Sales Agreement (“ESA”), the primary contract between BP Amoco and
Whiting Clean Energy, BP Amoco requires that high pressure steam be available 100% of the time, in any quantity
between 0 and 1,100,000 pounds per hour, and that 100% redundant equipment be immediately available to assure




reliability at critical, high use times. In addition, BP Amoco further requires that the cogeneration unit be capable of
accepting delivery of up to 700,000 pounds per hour of high pressure steam from the refinery in periods when BP
Amoco may have steam generating capability in excess of the refinery requirements. Finally, BP Amoco insisted
upon a highly efficient production facility to assure low costs.

The efficiency requirement is best met through the use of combustion turbines (CT’s) operating in a
combined heat and power mode. The 1,100,000 pound per hour flow rate dictated the use of two 175 megawatt
class CT’s, each connected to a heat recovery steam generator (“HRSG™). The 100% redundancy requirement
meant that each HRSG was outfitted with auxiliary burners that allowed direct firing of fuel in an operating HRSG,
thus allowing for steam production in excess of what can be produced from the waste heat of the CT. (The auxiliary
firing cannot occur unless the associated CT is in-service.) The variability in steam supply required that a steam
turbine be supplied as part of the cogeneration unit to act as a “fly wheel” to absorb the potential fluctuations in the
steam supply requirements. All of these factors relating to BP Amoco’s steam needs helped determine the size and
design of the cogeneration unit, including its potential power generation capacity of 525 megawatts.

2 & 3. BP_Amoco Control over Operation of Cogeneration Unit

The control systems of the cogeneration unit and the refinery are interconnected, allowing BP Amoco to
monitor the performance of the cogeneration unit and to send electronic signals to which the cogeneration unit’s
controls automatically respond. The first response to a change in steam demand from the refinery is to adjust the
amount of steam delivered to the steam turbine. The change in steam flow to the steam turbine results in a
corresponding adjustment in the amount of electricity produced by the steam turbine. The ESA requires that the
cogeneration unit be operated to give priority to BP Amoco’s refinery steam demand over any electric sales, with
penalties due to ensure that delivery of steam to BP Amoco is always the top priority for the cogeneration unit.

Several “utility” services are provided to the cogeneration unit by the refinery. This includes items such as
service water, fire protection water, treated boiler feedwater, sanitary sewers and wastewater treatment. All of these
parameters have quantity and quality limitations on usage, and all can be curtailed by BP Amoco if the limitations
are exceeded or, in an emergency situation, if operations within the refinery are threatened. Utility curtailments can
limit the production level of the cogeneration unit and could even cause it to be shut down.

4, Contractual Provisions Providing BP Amoco with Operational Control over Unit

The ESA gives BP Amoco significant operational control over the cogeneration unit. In it, BP Amoco
requires that at least one CT and associated equipment be in operation at all times. In addition, both CT’s are
required to be in operation approximately five (5) months of the year, as directed by BP Amoco, to accommodate its
steam requirements and maintenance schedule. These constraints will result in some base amount of electricity
being produced at all times, irrespective of electric market conditions.

BP Amoco has approval rights concerning the scheduling of planned maintenance outages of the
cogeneration unit, and has specified certain maintenance criteria to be utilized. It is involved in cogeneration unit
safety and environmental compliance, and has general operational oversight for all aspects of the cogeneration unit.
BP Amoco has the right to approve any change of the operations contractor utilized by Whiting Clean Energy. If
certain reliability measures are not realized, BP Amoco can require Whiting Clean Energy to undertake corrective
measures. Such measures are subject to BP Amoco's approval. Also, with the exception of certain limited
circumstances related to financing of the project, no assignment of the ESA or sale of Whiting Clean Energy can be
made without BP Amoco’s prior approval. This effectively gives BP Amoco approval over any sale of the
cogeneration unit.

5. Nature of Wastewater Flows and Pollutants as Within Scope of Permit Application

The cogeneration unit will produce two wastewater streams, which will be commingled and then
discharged to the BP Amoco refinery's wastewater treatment plant. These streams are cooling tower blowdown and

«
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boiler blowdown, at a total combined flow ranging from 0.75 to 1.46 million gallons/day (MGD). As explained
below, this additional wastewater flow and quality are within the scope of BP Amoco's 1989 NPDES Permit
Renewal Application (1989 PRA).

Statistical evaluations of the wastewater treatment plant’s reported flows and the addition of the
cogeneration unit’s wastewater flows have been performed, which show that the addition of the cogeneration flows
is well within the scope of the flows reported in the 1989 PRA. Form 2C of the 1989 PRA reported the wastewater
treatment plant’s long-term average, maximum monthly average and maximum daily flows to be 15.0 MGD, 17.5
MGD, and 24.7 MGD respectively. The standard deviation for the long-term average wastewater treatment plant
flow would be 4.93 MGD. The additional cogeneration maximum daily flow of 1.46 MGD is well below this
standard deviation. This means that the normal variability in flow around the long-term average is great enough,
due to existing factors, that the impact of adding even the cogeneration unit’s maximum daily flow would likely be
unnoticeable.

In an additional analysis, the impact of adding cogeneration flows to refinery flows was investigated.
Differences were calculated based on long-term average flows and maximum monthly average flows. The percent
difference in total wastewater treatment plant flows when cogeneration flows are added is less than 8.5 percent in all
cases. Asa way to determine whether an 8.5 percent difference in flow is significant, this value was compared to
flow-measurement variability. Based on accepted procedures, at a 95% confidence level an acceptable variability
was calculated to be 9.8 percent. Therefore, the combined cogeneration and historic wastewater treatment plant
flows are within the acceptable variability for the wastewater treatment plant flow. This means that at a 95 percent
confidence level it would be difficult to measure the difference in flow due to the cogeneration contribution.

Regarding the nature of the pollutants in the cogeneration unit discharge, the quality of the cogeneration
blowdown streams will be similar to wastewater streams identified in the 1989 PRA. Cooling tower and boiler
blowdown streams were listed in the 1989 PRA. The cogeneration cooling tower and boilers will utilize pH
controls, biocides, dispersant, and corrosion inhibitors that have been or are°currently used by BP Amoco in
operating the refinery’s existing cooling towers and boilers. The additional cogeneration wastewater will, therefore,
not cause the discharge of new or different pollutants. The cogeneration wastewater can be treated by the BP
Amoco refinery's wastewater treatment plant, since it is similar to the cooling tower and boiler wastewater generated
by the power units currently operating at the refinery. The resulting wastewater treatment plant discharge will meet
existing permit limits.

6. Expectations as to Limits in Next Permit for Refinery

As you know, BP Amoco has applied for a renewed NPDES permit for the refinery, and is awaiting
issuance of that permit by the State. It is understood that in the process of issuing that permit, the discharge from the
cogeneration unit will be evaluated, and that appropriate Best Available Technology (BAT) limitations will be
imposed, based on the State’s Best Professional Judgment (BPJ). It is expected that these limitations would be
consistent with the current New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for steam-electric generating units. In
addition, we should note that the permit renewal process will include extensive opportunities for public involvement
as to the appropriate conditions to be included in that permit.

We trust that this information adequately responds to the questions that EPA has raised concerning the
proposed cogeneration unit, and that a written response from the Agency on the unit’s regulatory status will be
issued soon. Please feel free to call if you have any questions, or if yowneed any additional information.

Sincerely,
Arthur E. Smith, Jr.

Senior Vice President &
Environmental Counsel
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Mr. Arthur E. Smith, Ir. Mr. Stanley W. Sorrels
Senior Vice President & Environmental Counsel Manager, HSE Division
NiSource, Inc. RP Amoco
801 E. 86® Avenue 2815 Indianapolis Boulevard
Merrillville, IN 46410 Whiting, TN 46394

Re: Cogeneration Unit a1 BP Amoco Refinery in Whiting, Indiana
Dear Messrs. Smith and Sorrels:

Thank you for your letter of April 16, 2001, regarding the cogencration unit at the BP Amoco
Refinery in Whiting, Indiana. In your letter, and in previous correspondence and meetings, you
explained that the cogeneration unit at the refinery site was designed for the primary purpose of
meeting BP Amoco’s specifications for refinery stcam supply and steam reliability. You also
explained how BP Amoco’s nced for steam supply and reliability controls, to a large extent, the
manner in which the cogeneration unit will be operated. Finally, you explained that BP Amoco
has approval rights concerning the scheduling of planned maintenance outages of the cogeneration
unit, general operational oversight for all aspects of the cogeneration unit, the right to approve
any change of the operations contractor utilized at the cogeneration unit, the right to require
Whiting Clean Energy to undertake corrective measures, and the ability as a practical matter 1o
prevent the sale of the cogeneration unit without BP Amoco approval. In short, you have
demonstrated that BP Amoco will effectively be the “operator” of the cogeneration unit.

You alsa previously provided us BF Amoco’s 1989 permit application for the oil refinery.site.
Boilers, power stations, and caoling towers are among the unit processes described in that
application; and nan-contact cooling water taken from Lake Michigan for the cooling towers is
one of the wastestreams identified in the permit application. You also have explained that
operation of the cogeneration unit will not cause the volumes and pollutants in discharges from
BP Amoco to increase above levels contemgplated by the 1989 permit application. o

This new information addresses the concerns that we raised in our letter of June 27, 2000.
Specifically, the fact that BP Amoco will effectively be the “operator” of the coogeneration unit
means that the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) at 40 CFR Part 423 do not apply
here since BP Amoco is not “primarily engaged in the generation of electricity and sale.”

Rocycled/fiecyclable « Printed with Vegelable OF Rased inks on 60% Recytied I*apac (20% Posiconsumer)
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The fact that the cogeneration unit will be operated by an “operator” identified in the 1989
permit application (.e., BP Amoco) also addresses the concerns we raised in our letter of
Yanuary 10, 2001. We, therefore, now believe that the discharges at issue here will be within the
scope of the operations ideatified in BP Amoco’s 1989 permit application. Because BP Amoco
timely complied with the notification requirements of jts permit regarding its proposed changes 1o
its facility, those discharges will be authorized by BP Amoco's 1990 permit.

Notwithstanding our conclusion, we urge you to provide the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM) with an updated permit application to reflect the
cogeneration unit, and to work with IDEM to ensure permit reissuance, as soon as possible. -
In that regard, we note the statement in your April 16, 2001, lerter that you expect that your
next permit will include technology-based effluent limitations based upon Best Professional
Judgement that will be consistent with the current NSPS for steam-electric generating units

at 40 CFR Part 423.

Sincerely,

o SDWRVA

NPDES Program Branch
cc: Matthew C. Ruefl, IDEM
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Ashok K. Jhawar

Direct 219 473 3179
Fax 219 473 3504
Cell 219 320 0344
jhawarak@bp.com

Business Unit Leader

Whiting Business Unit BP
2815 Indianapolis Boulevard
CERTIFIED MAIL Whiting, IN 46394
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED '
April 5, 2002

Mr. Steve Roush

Supervisor, Permits Section

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
Office of Water Quality

100 North Senate Street ~ P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

Dear Mr. Roush: -

Re: Updated Application for Renewal of NPDES Permit No. INi 0000108

Enclosed are three copies of the updated application to renew existing NPDES permit number
IN0000108 for BP Products North America Inc. — Whiting Refinery. Also enclosed is a check for
$50 to cover the application fee. The attached Executive Summary describes the contents of the
updated application.

With this submittal, which includes “Volume I Updated” and “Revision and Update to Volume
IIR”, we consider the permit application complete. As you know, installation of a new effluent
diffuser is an important aspect of implementing the permit renewal proposal. The estimated time
for the final design, construction, and installation of the effluent diffuser, including obtaining a
permit from the US CORE of Engineers, is approximately three years. Work will start once we
receive an agreement from IDEM to implement a mixing zone for Qutfall 001.

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the persons who
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate and complete. |
am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the
possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Please contact Natalie R. Grimmer at 219-473-5417 regarding this updated permit renewal
application.

Sincerely,

At %%iww—\

Ashok K. Jhawar
Whiting Business Unit Leader

Enclosures
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Discharge Monitoring Report - Quality Assurance - 2001
EPA NPDES / IDEM

Provider

Environmental Resource Associates

Rec'd 5/29/01

Parameter

Date Tech

Whiting Value | Overall Range

FETEPNCE

Assigned Value Limit

Evaluation

T Nemon. |
Reference

MINERALS

total solids @ 105 C

total dissolved solids

180C

conductivity @ 25 C

alkalinity as CaC03

chloride

fluoride

sulfate

potassium

sodium
pH

8/3/2001 J. O'Mara

8.32 4-9.5s.u.

8.12-8.60

Acceptable

SM 4500-H+ B

]

HARDNESS

total suspendédisolids
calcium

8/21/2001 J. O'Mara

61.1 23 -100 mg/L

47.8-67.3

Acceptable

SM 2540 D

magnesium |

calcium hardness as CaCO3

total hardness as CaCO3

GREASE & OIL
grease &'oil:(gravi
grease &0l

na
8/8/2001

R. Bertalan
R. Bertalan

na
49.0

8 -50 mg/L
8 - 50 mg/L

31.5-52.9

Acceptable

SM 5520 B
SM 5520 C

TRACE METALS

aluminum

antimony

arsenic

barium

beryllium

boron

cadmium
chromitin:
cobalt

8/23/2001 J. O'Mara

209 17- 1000 ug/L

186 160 - 212

Check for Error

SM31118B

copper

iron

lead

manganese

mercury

molybdenum

nickel |

selenium

silver

8/27/2001  Microbac

90 - 2000 ug/L.

251 196-292

Not Acceptable

SM31138B

stroniu,

thallium

vanadium

zinc

DEMAND

BOD
cBOD |
cOoD

Toc

total phosphorus as P

8/24/2001 J. O'Mara

8/24/2001 J. O'Mara
8/24/2001 J. O'Mara

68.1 15 - 250 mgl/L.

95.2 15 - 250 mgiL
38.1 6-100 mg/L

30.5-90.8

97.9
38.7

72.5-115
32.3-447

Acceptable

Acceptable
Acceptable

SM 52108

SM 5220 D
SM5310B

TKN as N

NUTRIENTS
ammonia-as'N-
NO3 +NO2asN |

ortho-PO4 5P

8/21/2001 J. O'Mara

8/21/2001 J. O'Mara

11.4 0.25-19 mgiL

4.07 0.05-5.5 mg/L

110 853-134

3.32-449

Acceptable

Acceptable

SM 4500-NH3 F

SM 4500-P D

CYANIDE & PHENOL |

cyanide, total
Phenol:

8/22/2001 J. O'Mara

0.138 0.04 -5 mgiL

0.119 0.0576 - 0.181

Acceptable

SM §530 D

RESIDUAL CHLORINE
total residual:chlorine

8/27/2001

Microbac

1.39 0.15- 5.0 mg/L

136 1.03-159

Acceptable

SM 4500-CL-

NOTE:

-

BP AMOCO OIL WATLS LAB EPA Labcode IN01066

Provider is ERA

|
BP AMOGO OfL WHITING IN NPDES Permit Number IN0O000108
] | 1 [

Microbac Laboratories, Inc EPA Labcode IN000E3

Provider is APG

DMRQA21.xls

Page 1

9/5/2002




February 4, 2002
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NPDES Permit # IN000G7Q8,
[¥ ‘Zf ;

Indiana DEM / OWM ﬁg

Oper. Assist. & Training Section

100 N. Senate Avenue

PO Box 6015

Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

Attn: Barbara D. McDowell
(317) 233-6464 phone

(317) 232-8637 fax
bmcdowel@dem.state.in.us

DMROA 21 Study — Corrective Action

The DMRQA 21 Proficiency Study results for permittee number INO000108 were
acceptable, except for the selenium result. (A copy of all results is enclosed as
DMRQA21 xls). Selenium is performed for our permit by Microbac Laboratories, Inc
(Labcode IN00063). Accordingly, the corrective action process was undertaken by their
lab and their report is attached.

To evaluate if their corrective action was effective, we gave Microbac two ERA
standards to test for selenium. The results before indicate their actions were effective:

Standard Run Value Assigned Value Acceptance Limits
ERA Lot # P075-500 864 933 741 — 1080 ug/1
ERA Lot # P077-500 211 231 180 - 269 ug/l

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Respectfully submitted,

Ralph Moore

Whiting Laboratory Supervisor
(219) 473-3878 phone

(219) 473-3467 fax
moorerr@bp.com

enc
Natalie Grimmer, Environmental Engineer, Water / Waste Issues and Permitting
Kay Posegate, Laboratory Manager
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Form Approved. OMB No. 2050-0039
Manifest

OIS 62794-9276 (217) 782—6761
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EPA Form 8700-22 (Rev. 6-89) -

- UNIFORM HAZARDOUS
~WASTE MANIFEST-:

- {1. Generator's US EPA ID No.

Information ‘in the shaded areas is not
re%uu'ed by Federal law, bu'l is required
llinols law. :

2. P_age 1.
Document No. :

48, Generato:‘s Name and-Mailin Address 1
rica. Inc.

BR:Products Rorth
Lékefrsat = 2815 Iadpls. Blvﬂ.
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'24 “HOU EMERGENCY AND SPIL ASSISTANCE NUMBERS* (2115 )

MGOR ,,.,.-|.v_99453 O RS ¥

Locatlon if Different - - Ve

.Ew -0f 119th &- Frcmr. St.

Whiting, IN 46394
HANIFEST, MC-122

473-3 .63.**

1A A Al e

wﬁ

5. Transporter 1-Company Name

Chemical Pispesal Services, Inc.

6. US EPA ID Number
| TLROGOGEEE62

7. Transporter 2-Company Name

AL A

US EPA ID Number

9. Designated Facility Name and Site Address

US EPA ID Number
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Peoria Disposal Company
Land Disposal Restriction Notification & Certification Form

Genarator Name: BP_Products North America Imc. — wmps#: 15049
Lakefront

EPA Hazardous Waste #(s): F037,F038,K048,K049,K050, ggf(l), Manifest #: LL P 5%¢ J’X
This waste is a: {check one): __. Wastewater ) T
: X Noanwastewater

Management Codes: = -.T
Each Waste # listed below will be identified with a reference code representing the appropriate method of
management. The Management Cades and corresponding certification statemeats, if applicable, are as follows:

A Restricted Waste Requires Treatment:

This waste must be treated to the applicable treatment standards set forth in 40 CFR Part 268,
Subpart D, 268.32 or RCRA Section 3004(d).

] Restricted Waste Can Be Laand Disposed Without Further Treatment:
{ certify under penalty of law that { personally have examined and am familiar with the waste through
analysis and testing or through knowledge of the waste to support this certification that tha waste
complies with the treatment standards specified in 40 CFR 268, Subpart D. 1 believe that the
information { submitted is true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties
for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of a fine and imprisonment.

C Restricted Waste Treated to Performance Standards:

{ certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the treatment
technology and operation of the treatment process used to support this certification. Based on my
inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for abtaining this infarmation, | believe that the
treatment process has been operated and maintained properly so as to comply with the treatment
standards specified in 40 CFR Part 268 without impermissible dilution of the prohibited waste. { am
aware there are significant penalties for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of fine
and imprisaonment. . »

D Waste Which is Subject to an Exemption from the Land Disposal Resttictians such as, but not fimited
to a Case-by-Case Extenslon under 268.5, an Exemption under 268.6, or a National Capacity Vatiance
under Sub-Part C of 40 CFR Part 268: | certify that this waste is not prohibited from land disposal.

Date the waste is subject to the pfohfbition:

E This hazardous debris Is subject to the alternative treatment standards of 40 CFR 268.45.

Hazardous Subcategory, if applicable Management
Waste # Code(s)

FO37

F038

K048

K049

K050

K051

bawwu&wwm

Doio g o

Date of characterization analysis:mgﬂ; {attach most recent copy with the first load)

{ hereby certify that all information submitted in this and all associated dacuments is complete and

accurate to the best gf my knowledge. . .

Signature: %&Q W Title: .Zﬂ G138
I —

Name: Sm WA'qzlyA//A‘é Date: _ cP?/——d'Z,

tdrnotif.doc




BP Products North America Inc.
Whiting Business Unit

EMERGENCY RESPONSE GUIDE 171

RQ, Hazardous Waste Solid N.O.S., 9 NA 3077, PGIIl (FO37, F038, K048, K049, K050, K051)

(Continued from page 1)

SPILL OR LEAK

o Do not touch or walk through spilled material.

o Stop leak if you can do it without risk.

o Prevent dust cloud.

) Avoid inhalation of asbestos dust.

Small Dry Spills

o With clean shovel place material into clean, dry container and cover loosely; move containers
from spill area.

Small Spills -

o Take up with sand or other noncombustible absorbent material and place into containers for later
disposal.

Large Spills

) Dike far ahead of liquid spill for later disposal. .

o Cover powder spill with plastic sheet or tarp to minimize spreading.

o Prevent entry into waterways sewers, basements or confined areas

FIRST AID

. Move victim to fresh air.

) Call emergency medical care.

. Apply artificial respiration if victim is not breathing.

o Administer oxygen if breathing is difficult.

o Remove and isolate contaminated clothing and shoes. ,

. In case of contact with substance,- lmmedtately flush skin or eyes with running water for at least 20

minutes.

o Ensure that medical personnel are aware of the material(s) involved, and take precautions to
protect themselves.
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. ~ LDR NOTIFICATION FORM

Generator Name BP_Products North America,Inc.-Lakefront Manifest No. ,Eg}ﬁ /,;Z()é? 3?()

Pursuant to 40 CFR §268.7(a). | hereby notifv that this shioment contains waste restricted under 40 CFR Part 268 Land Disoosal Restrictions (LDR).

A. GENERAL WASTE NOTIFICATION

Form ) EPA Waste Codes Waste Coastituent Notification
Line | SK Profile No. & LDR Subeategaries (if any) | NWW | ww Check the "None” box or )
No. List codes or use Attachment 1 List Legend Constituent 4 or use Attachment 2
FO37. F938
1 A ] |
{1 Chezk if Anachment 1 has been used [ None _ 1 Check if Atachmant 2 has bezn used
2

1 Check if Attachment | has been used ' {1 None M Check if Atlachment 2 has be=n used

1 Check if Anachment | has besn used 1 None M Ches\ if Atachiment 2 has Yezn used

{1 Check if Amachment | has besn used {1 None 1 Check if Amachment 2 has Yesa used

(1 Chesk if Attachment | has been used 1 None {1 Chezk if Artachment 2 has Yeen used

6 a O :

(1 Check if Artachment | has been used s+ [ None [ Chesk if Attachment 2 has Sz used

B. HAZARDOUS DEBRIS NOTIFICATION
(] This hazardous debris. as identificd above on Line Nogs). is subject to the alternative treatment standards of 40 CFR $263.45,
The waste contains the following contaminants subject to reatment (check all that apply): . " -

(O Toxicity charac:eristic debris {1 Debris contaminated with listed waste ( Cvanide reactive debris

C. CONTAMINATED SOIL NOTIFICATION & CERTIFICATION i
(] This contaminated soil. as identified above on Line No(s). - is subject to the altemnative treatment standards of 40 CFR §258.46(c).
Complete the following: "I certify under penalty of law that [ personally have examined this contaminated soil & it [[Idces/ [Jdces not] zontaa lisied |
-hazardous waste & [(“idces / [Jdoes not] sxhibit a characteristic of hazardous waste & {(Tis subject to / Cicomplies with] soil wreatment sianes
provided by §263.49(c) or the universal veaument standards”. Note: Constitwents subject to treatment are any constuuents listed in 30 CFR ;
Uriversal Treaument Standerds that are reasonably expecied (o be present in any given volume of contaminated soil. except fluor:de. seiesuum §uJ
varadium & zinc, & are present at concentrations greater than ten tumes the universal treatment standard.

D. LAB PACK (INCINERATION) NOTIFICATION & CERTIFICATION i
[:] This lab pack. as identified above on Line No(s). is subject t0 the alternative rzatment standards of 40 CFR §263 422y §

°l centify under peaalty of law that [ personally have sxamined & am familiar with the waste & that the lab pack contains only wastes that dave act 2
excluded under Appendix [V to 40 CFR Part 268 & that this lab pack wilt be sest to a sombustion fatilicy in compiiancs with the aliematvz weatment

standards for lab packs at 40 CFR §268.42(c). [ am aware that these are significant penalties for submitting a faiss certification. inciuding the poss:d:i:n of |
fine or imprisonment”. i
E. EXTENSIONS & VARIANCES
(] This waste, as identified above an Line No(s). is not prohidited from land disposal & is subjest to a1 deadlinz axtension or varanlz,

ate - T et o N . . L R S
¢.g.. reawability variance. case-by-cass sxtension. Descride beiow any extension or variance that appiies to this wesie & irclude speisss: ¢ Jotes
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